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Italic collocation of paternity and genealogy.
Given the paucity of the evidence, and its overwhelmingly ritual nature, it
is perhaps not surprising that Fisher should emphasize Ennius’ interest in ritual
throughout the Annals, but it is disappointing that he gives only very limited consideration to the wider relations between religion and literature in Ennius’ epic. It
is also disappointing that he considers genealogical relations primarily from the
standpoint of Italic culture rather than textual transmission. On occasion, it is possible to get bogged down in the technical issues of the linguistic discussions, and
Fisher does not always draw the literary, political or anthropological conclusions
that his fascinating archive of materials warrants. Nonetheless, this is an important
contribution to the study of Ennius’ Annals and one which, it is to be hoped, will
spur more efforts to open up conversations between scholars of historical linguistics
and those of Latin literature.
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Jonathan Zarecki,
Cicero’s Ideal Statesman in Theory and Practice.
London and New York: Bloomsbury Academic, 2014. Pp. 224. Cloth
(ISBN 978-1-78093-295-8) $104.00.
In the midst of a recent surge in scholarly attention to Cicero as a serious political
philosopher in his own right (e.g., Y. Baraz, A Written Republic: Cicero’s Philosophical Politics [Princeton 2012], J. Atkins, Cicero on Politics and the Limits of Reason
[Cambridge 2013], W. Nicgorski, ed., Cicero’s Practical Philosophy [University of Notre Dame 2013]) comes Jonathan Zarecki’s book, Cicero’s Ideal Statesman in Theory
and Practice. Offering an original take on Cicero’s conception of the so-called “rector rei publicae,” Zarecki ambitiously attempts to trace the development and legacy
of that theoretical construct over virtually the entire Ciceronian corpus as well as
against Cicero’s own political behavior and personal beliefs. On the basis of this
all-encompassing approach, Zarecki argues that Cicero’s conception of the rector lies
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at the heart of his entire philosophical project and serves as the cornerstone of his
evaluations of such statesmen as Pompey, Caesar, Cato, Mark Antony, and even the
novus homo himself. On the whole, Zarecki offers an important and timely reconsideration of a shadowy and ill-understood figure. While his book is quite successful in
elucidating the philosophical dimensions of Cicero’s political life and the political
dimensions of his philosophy, it is less successful in showing the centrality of the
rector to Cicero’s philosophical and political raison d’etre.
After a helpful articulation of the book’s definitions, assumptions, and main
arguments in the introduction, Zarecki argues in the first chapter that Cicero was an
Academic of the Philonian variety, which entailed the use of arguing each side of an
issue so as to assent provisionally to claims of knowledge. At the same time, Cicero’s
Skepticism allowed him to occasionally endorse views of rival philosophical schools
and to intersperse his own original contributions therein. In the case of De Republica, this philosophical allegiance motivates the text’s composition in an extended
form of dialectic and cast in a stylized, synthetic (read: Greek), and innovative (read:
Roman) dialogue. A concluding case-study examines how Academic methodology
cashes out in the treatment of monarchy, which Zarecki considers a foil to Cicero’s
endorsement of the mixed constitution as the best form of government.
Chapter two then traces the historical events between 63 and 52 BCE that
influenced the development of Cicero’s thought on the Roman mixed constitution
and the rector-ideal. Thus, Cicero’s consulship in 63, the rise of the First Triumvirate,
and his subsequent exile in 58 inform his emphasis on the rector’s task of maintaining
the delicate concordia and consensus necessary for balance in the mixed constitution.
Cicero’s loss of faith in oratory as an efficacious bulwark for the ailing res publica
over the course of 57 to 54 explains the change from De Oratore’s initial articulation
of the rector-ideal as a philosophically-imbued orator to the moral and ethical, but
decidedly not oratorical, character of De Republica’s rector. Finally, Pompey’s effective, though constitutionally suspect, sole consulship in 52 further reinforces Cicero’s
recognition of the need for a strong, dictator-like rector.
The third chapter constitutes Zarecki’s fullest explication of the rector-ideal.
As the antithesis of a tyrant, the rector is neither a monarch nor a magistrate per se,
but a kind of statesman who is fundamentally characterized by sapientia, prudentia,
and auctoritas, and who has the primary duty of preserving res publica through the
generation of consensus and maintenance of aequabilitas (“impartiality,” 86). Perhaps
the most striking aspect of this analysis is the insistence on Cicero’s view that only
one individual at a time was to serve as the rector, though there could (and probably
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should) be others in reserve. Ultimately, however, the rector is an “unobtainable ideal”
that nonetheless serves a practical purpose as a “personal construct” (91) and a rational opinion for the Skeptic. The last section then explores how the rector-ideal serves
as the basis of Cicero’s estimation of Pompey and Caesar from 51-48.
The fourth chapter considers Cicero’s evaluation of Caesar from 48-44 vis-à-vis
the rector-ideal. In particular, Zarecki argues that Caesar’s actions after Pharsalus
crystallized Cicero’s opinion of the man as a tyrannus and, therefore, as the complete
opposite of his idealized rector. Cicero’s rhetorical activities in 47-45, philosophical
endeavors in 46 and 45, and an increasingly vocal and active opposition to Caesar in
45 and 44 all come under consideration here. Ultimately, Zarecki’s Cicero emerges as
a politically and philosophically contemplative, but sidelined, statesman, who consistently uses the figure of the rector to develop progressively a mature and coherent
disapprobation of Caesar.
The fifth chapter examines Cicero’s renovation of the rector-ideal and renascent
attempt to live up to it after the assassination of Caesar and in his vigorous opposition to Antony. Zarecki views De Senectute, De Amicitia, and De Officiis as providing
various recalibrations to the rector-ideal, which subsequently motivates Cicero to
assume leadership of the Senate against Antony and drives his fashioning of Antony
as the worst tyrant in Roman history and himself as the rector incarnate. Zarecki
maintains that Cicero’s ultimate failure in these efforts ought to be chalked up to a
lack of prudentia regarding the threats posed by Octavian and Lepidus and, as the
Epilogue explores, his undervaluation of the role that military prowess and force had
played in the case of so many previous rectores and present statesmen.
Suffice it to say, this is a complex book. The frequent shifts between historical
narrative and argumentation make the thread of Zarecki’s discussion difficult to
follow at times, and his attempts to clearly define sub-topics within chronological
parameters are occasionally overly schematic. Moreover, some readers may find Zarecki’s tendency to flatten out generic differences between texts problematic (especially in the case of dialogues with their use of multiple historical personae), but such
an approach is (as Zarecki observes on p. 2) necessary at some level for a study that
seeks to draw connections between Cicero’s philosophical endeavors and political
behavior. Finally, Zarecki’s treatment of the Academic-Skeptic aspect of Cicero’s
philosophy tends to direct the reader’s attention away from its strongly Platonic and
Stoic aspects (on which, see Atkins 2013: 80-115, 155-76).
A more fundamental challenge that Zarecki’s argument faces is the simple fact
that the portions of De Republica most relevant to the rector-ideal (i.e. books 5 and
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6) are largely lost, which renders a few of his claims (e.g. the apparently non-oratorical character of the rector) suspect. Here, it might have been helpful if Zarecki had
explicitly articulated his views on what the extant portions and fragments might tell
us about the content of these crucial books—especially in light of Powell’s substantial recension in his 2006 OCT edition. Finally, while Zarecki is very successful in
showing that vocabulary and imagery (e.g. sapientia, prudentia, etc.) associated with
the rector-ideal are used throughout Cicero’s corpus to evaluate would-be statesmen,
he never explains why the term itself disappears from political discussions in the
40’s. In effect, Zarecki asks us to understand that the rector-ideal remained essentially intact, though no longer explicitly mentioned. Yet, Zarecki’s own analysis might
suggest that the rector-ideal was actually transmuted into something else—perhaps
a more abstract set of moral/ethical qualities?—rather than remaining a mostly
consistent figure. In the end, while Zarecki’s strong claim of the centrality of the
rector-ideal remains under-substantiated in this reader’s opinion, his book makes a
persuasive case that a greater degree of continuity existed between the articulation of
this ideal and Cicero’s political analyses and activities in the 40’s than has generally
been acknowledged hitherto.
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Beth Severy-Hoven,
The Satyrica of Petronius: An Intermediate Reader with Commentary and Guided Review.
Norman, OK: University of Oklahoma Press, 2014. Pp. 296. Paper
(ISBN 978-0-8061-4438-2) 24.95.
At the crossroads of a strong Classics program lies intermediate Latin. Here students who have completed the first year expedition through the vast plains of grammar and morphology equip themselves for the challenging terrain of history, poetry
and philosophy. Pains need to be taken over grammar and syntax review, and lots of
new vocabulary needs to be acquired along with the road maps necessary to think
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